This article describes the mechanisms of authentication and addressing involved in the creation of the effect of the reader's involvement in the interaction with a linguistic object (the object of a popular scientific linguistic article). This technique is considered as a means of implementing the supportive task of the popular scientific text that is awakening and maintaining the reader's interest. The article describes two ways of representing a linguistic object. The first way represents the object as the one separated from communicants and the pragmatic situation (traditional one), while the second way represents it as the one that incorporates them. The latter appears to be more efficient to perform the task of the text. Based on the example of a popular scientific article on linguistics, the author demonstrates a technique of analysing the interaction of participants of the pragmatic situation and characters of the text (the subject organization of the text), which resulted in: ( 1) 
Introduction
The target of the popular scientific sphere of communication is to deliver scientific knowledge Now the text needs to be something more than just "covering a theme" or "an answer to the question" to be read. It should motivate the addressee to raise the question, and this problem comes to the fore. In addition, the scientific content itself ("the answer") must be understood even by an incompetent reader, which requires additional efforts on the part of the text's author.
Currently, there are two ways of delivering scientific knowledge in popular scientific literature. They are the subject-object and the subject-subject ways. The first, traditional, way is similar to knowledge translation in the scientific field of communication. The scientific object appears to be a closed model of the Saussure's type, similar to the models of the object of other sciences, describing the language separated from the situation of communication and from man in general. The other object of a popular scientific linguistic text except the language can be a procedure of a linguistic research. In this case, the story gets kind of a subject-subject character, when it is not about an object, separated from the man, but about the action of the latter. However, these actions can be described as dependent on "the laws of science" (e.g., Visual stimuli, namely, 
).
The subject-subject way of narrating about the linguistic object is based on the current models of the language, which include it in a communicative situation. That gives a number of additional opportunities to the author of a popular scientific article. Firstly, a native speaker (if we mean the Russian language, and there is no reference to the specific language) are a priori the author and the addressee. procedures. First of all, a story from the first person seems to be more reliable than from the third person. Secondly, as the communicative situation is included in the object, the author can manipulate the image of the current situation, completing a dialogue with the addressee (e.g., question-answer, or polemic dialogues). That is how the distance between the communicants is reduced if the reconstruction of the reader's perceptions is successful.
In this light, it seems urgent to study popular scientific texts in the framework of the approach that takes into account the peculiarities of the sphere of communication and its individual genres. Characteristics of the communicants are the most important among these features for our research.
The purpose of this article is to describe authentication and addressing mechanisms, implementing the strategy of the author of the popular scientific text, which allows the reader to identify oneself with the characters of the text.
Methodology
This section describes the methodology used of our analysis of the subject organization of popular scientific articles. The purpose of this analysis is not to trace the actual process of the reader's relating oneself and the author to text subjects (it is impossible without experimental data), but rather to identify the range of possibilities for such a relation defined by these mechanisms.
Thus, the result of the analysis is to describe the types of a potential intratextual interaction of the author and the reader with the phenomena of the language, presented as facts or mediated by text characters (by a linguist and a native speaker).
The technique is demonstrated in B. Iomdin's article «How do the everyday language and the official language interact?» 2 .
In order to distinguish between the types of interactions, it is required to introduce a number of concepts. Firstly, it is necessary to introduce the overall concept of the subject, from whose person a piece of text may be pronounced or an action can be performed, because the reader potentially identifies oneself and the author exactly with these subjects. Secondly, it is necessary to specify the subject-object and subject-subject methods with an attitudinal meaning, etc. [Apresian, 1986 , Paducheva, 2010 . (from the third person) that is "objective" statements, "Narrative or objective sentences cannot be seem as the representation of a separate point of view from that of the characters. They do not represent any point of view and cannot be false. They establish the elements constituting the facts in fictional world" [Patron, 2013, 246] .
A. Banfield, developing the theory of the narrative from the perspective of generative grammar, identifies a particular class of sentences that are not subject to the rules governing "objective" and "subjective" statements, which are embedded, unspeakable sentences that do not perform any communicative or expressive functions and that are possible only in written texts. A typical example of such a sentence is experienced speech [Banfield, 1982] . Due to the fact, that apart from the subject of consciousness, perception and speech, we highlight the subject of action, it is necessary to distinguish two planes in the subject organization of the text. They are dictum and modus planes.
The actors (the exploring linguist and the talking native speaker), being the subject of an article or part of it, are included in the first dictum plane. The subjects of consciousness, perception and speech (the linguist, having a scientific representation of the object, and the native speaker with an unprofessional representation of the object and a relation to it) relate to the modus plane, presenting a "clear" point of view.
The fragments of the text with the subjectobject way of presenting the language in its semantic structure potentially contain an internal communicative situation that is a situation similar to a pragmatic one, in which the author, similar to pragmatic, who possesses some knowledge of the object, passes it to the reader interested in obtaining this knowledge as facts. In the poetic theory of the narrative the similar fragments are called narrative-zero sentences, as if they set "the reference point" and "the reference system", in which the facts of the fiction world (the features of the language or speech in the case of the linguistic popular scientific text) are described.
Since the popular scientific text is not narrative, we call this type of situation object (hereinafter referred to as OS), in accordance with the method of the presentation of the language in it, i.e. the situation, in which the object does not include the subjects of the communicative act.
In order to solve their problem, and also to compensate for complicating circumstances of the pragmatic situation (the lack of motivation of the reader), the author includes those fragments Authorization and addressing are a linguistic mechanism, which increases the chances of such a correlation, and marks it on a formal level. We use these terms in the meaning 'the reference to the source of information, the subject of a point of view', as indicated in the works of G.A. Zolotova, who divides the text into the plane of information about the objective reality, the plane of specifying the subject, reporting that information [Zolotova, 1973, 273] , and T.V. Shmeleva, who considers authorization as a qualificative category of modus [Shmeleva, 1994, 32-33] 'him' is supplied by a larger context" [Banfield, 2001, 9-10] .
Subject situations differ in the following characteristics:
1) the fact, which of the participants in the pragmatic situation (the author or the addressee)
is related to the text subject;
2) the position of the character in relation to the language (the linguist or the native speaker);
3) the level of the presence of the subject in the text (a modus subject, a bearer of a point of view or a dictum subject, a party).
Since the subject organization of the text in its entirety has four levels (1 -pragmatic communicants, the author and the addressee; Each level has its own set of indicators. 
Results
The first micro plot we consider that is the controversy of the linguist with the native speaker (7) includes 12 cases, SS of five types and two types of OS. In SS 1 the pragmatic reader is potentially the author cannot relate to the subject, the reader makes it. In these fragments the object is not detailed, therefore the dictum subjects are not included in the structure of the situation.
In SS 2 the reader is identified with the dictum linguist working with the object (verbal nouns studying and describing): the estimated predicates not difficult and of little interest characterize actions rather than the object; the colloquial phrase as clear as mud describes the language in relation to the actions of the researcher as well.
In SS 3 and SS 4 it is the author who is related to text subjects. The indicator is a contrastive union however, separating the first sentence of the passage from its subsequent part. In other respects SS 3 is similar to SS 2 : apart from the fact of the opposition of these situations' content, SS 3
contains the nomination of the acting (dictum) subject and the actions, namely, the linguist who ... explores, forming, the modal predicate that is related to these actions, namely, should be placed Therefore, in the above fragment the author can be related to the dictum position of the linguist.
Unambiguous markers of the reader's relation to the native speaker's dictum position are not observed, but they may relate themselves to the speaker like it was in the previous example.
Another type of interaction of the author and the reader in the positions of the linguist and the native speaker is more ambiguous: The fragments (9) and (10) with a certain degree of probability represent the micro plot that is "an experienced linguist instructs a less experienced one how to conduct a research". An alternative version is "a linguist demonstrates the process of their own (potential) research".
In SS 1 of the fragment (9) and SS of the fragment (10), the author is related to the modus linguist who tells how the dictum linguist should study the object. The indicators are modal predicates with a meaning of obligation, namely, it is necessary to determine, should be considered (they can be interpreted as an instruction for the modus native speaker who is the future researcher), the parenthetical structure first of all pointing to the sequence of narration (and, perhaps, the actions of the instructed), and the dialogic structure of the whole fragment (the question following in SS 2 -SS 3 , and then the answer).
If a micro plot is a demonstration of the procedure of a "live" research, then the question contained in SS 2 -SS 3 , can be asked by a linguist.
This blurring of interpretation contributes to the convergence of the roles of the author and the reader.
In the fragment (10), the probability of the realization of the micro plot "instruction" is smaller than in the fragment (9), however, the predicate should be considered complicated by the semantics of obligation without specifying the subject of the action, allows such an interpretation we got used to.
In the SS of the fragment (11), the reader and the author are more likely to relate to the dictum native speaker with language and speech features (a large number of colloquial vocabulary in the active word stock and a greater frequency of their use in speech). However, in the SS of fragments (12) and (13) 
Discussion
The study has justified one of the strategies of the author of the popular scientific The inevitable lack of the analysis of the subject organization of the text is a probability of its results. The possible means of partial overcoming this lack is the tools of discourse studies, particularly the concept of focus (Hirst, 1981; Garnham, 1987) , which, among others, includes the frequency of using certain language units, etc. 
